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High-harmonic generation (HHG) traditionally combines ~100 near-infrared laser photons to
generate bright, phase-matched, extreme ultraviolet beams when the emission from many atoms
adds constructively. Here, we show that by guiding a mid-infrared femtosecond laser in a
high-pressure gas, ultrahigh harmonics can be generated, up to orders greater than 5000, that
emerge as a bright supercontinuum that spans the entire electromagnetic spectrum from the
ultraviolet to more than 1.6 kilo–electron volts, allowing, in principle, the generation of pulses
as short as 2.5 attoseconds. The multiatmosphere gas pressures required for bright, phase-matched
emission also support laser beam self-confinement, further enhancing the x-ray yield. Finally,
the x-ray beam exhibits high spatial coherence, even though at high gas density the recolliding
electrons responsible for HHG encounter other atoms during the emission process.
Theunique ability of x-rays to capture struc-ture and dynamics at the nanoscale hasspurred the development of large-scale
x-ray free-electron lasers based on accelerator
physics, as well as high-harmonic generation
(HHG) techniques in the x-ray region that em-
ploy tabletop femtosecond lasers. The HHG pro-
cess represents nonlinear optics at an extreme,
enabling femtosecond-to-attosecond duration pulses
with full spatial coherence (1–6), which make it
possible to track the dynamics of electrons in
atoms, molecules, and materials (7–12). X-rays
can probe the oxidation or spin state in molecules
and materials with element specificity, because
the position of the characteristic x-ray absorption
edges of individual elements is sensitive to the
local environment and structure. Ultrashort x-ray
pulses can capture the coupled motions of
charges, spins, atoms, and phonons by monitor-
ing changes in absorption or reflection that occur
near these edges as amaterial or molecule changes
state or shape. However, many inner-shell absorp-
tion edges in advanced correlated-electron, mag-
netic, and catalytic materials (Fe, Co, Ni, Cu) lie at
photon energies nearing 1 kilo–electron volt (keV)
(13–15). In contrast, most applications that use
HHG light have been limited to the extreme ultra-
violet (EUV) region of the spectrum (<150 eV),
where efficient frequency upconversion is possi-
ble with the use of widely available Ti:sapphire
lasers operating at a 0.8-mm wavelength. We
therefore sought to extend bright HHG to a
higher-energy soft x-ray region.
High-harmonic generation is a universal re-
sponse of atoms and molecules in strong femto-
second laser fields (16, 17). In a simple analogy,
HHGrepresents the coherent versionof theRöntgen
x-ray tube: Instead of boiling electrons off a hot
filament, accelerating them in an electric field,
and generating incoherent x-rays when the high-
energy electrons strike a target, HHG begins with
tunnel ionization of an atom in a strong laser
field. The portion of the electron wave function
that escapes the atom is accelerated by the laser
electric field and, when driven back to its parent
ion by the laser, can coherently convert its kinetic
energy into a high-harmonic photon. The highest-
energy HHG photon emitted is given by the mi-
croscopic single-atom cutoff rule: hnSA cutoff =
Ip + 3.17Up, where h is Planck’s constant, n is
the frequency, Ip is the ionization potential of
the gas, and Up º ILlL
2 is the quiver energy of
the liberated electron in a laser field of intensity
IL and wavelength lL.
Generating bright, fully coherent HHGbeams
requiresmacroscopic phasematching (18), wherein
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Fig. 1. (A) Schematic illustration of the coherent kilo–electron volt x-ray super-
continua emitted when amid-IR laser pulse is focused into a high-pressure gas-filled
waveguide. The experimental phase-matched harmonic signal grows quadratically
with pressure, demonstrating excellent phase-matched coherent buildup with
increasing pressure p. (B) Experimental HHG spectra emitted under full phase-
matching conditions as a function of driving-laser wavelength (yellow, 0.8 mm;
green, 1.3 mm; blue, 2 mm; purple, 3.9 mm). (Inset) Fourier transform–limited
pulse duration of 2.5 as. (C) Calculated spectrum and temporal structure of one of
the phase-matched HHG bursts driven by a six-cycle FWHM 3.9-mm pulse at a laser intensity of IL = 3.3 × 10
14 W/cm2.











the laser and high-order nonlinear polarization
propagate in phase (at the speed of light) through-
out amedium to ensure that theHHG light emitted
from many atoms adds coherently (1, 19, 20).
Phase matching is achieved by balancing the neu-
tral gas and free-electron plasma dispersion ex-
perienced by the laser and is only possible up to
some critical ionization level that depends on the
gas species and laser wavelength (fig. S1). Any
geometric contributions to the laser propagation
must also be considered (see supplementary text).
Because ionization increases with laser intensity,
the critical ionization limits the highest photon
energy for which phase matching can be imple-
mented. Recent work explored the wavelength
dependence of the HHG yield (21–24), which
scales as hnPM cutoffº lL
1.7 under phase-matched
conditions (25–27). Using 2-mm lasers (0.62-eV
photons) to drive HHG, bright harmonics extend
to >0.5 keV (26), demonstrating phase matching
of a >800-order nonlinear process (note that only
odd-order harmonics are emitted to conserve an-
gular momentum).
In this work, bright high-harmonic x-ray su-
percontinua with photon energies spanning from
the EUV to 1.6 keV (<7.7 Å) are generated by
focusing 3.9-mmwavelength pulses from a table-
top femtosecond laser into a waveguide filled
with He gas (see Fig. 1). This represents an
extreme >5000-order nonlinear process while
also demonstrating fully phase-matched frequen-
cy upconversion. The multiatmosphere pressures
necessary for efficient x-ray generation also sup-
port laser beam self-confinement, enhancing the
x-ray yield by another order of magnitude. We
observe coherent, laserlike x-ray beams, despite
the fact that ultrahigh-harmonic generation oc-
curs in a regime where the laser-driven electrons
encounter many neighboring atoms before they
re-encounter their parent ions. Our calculations
indicate that the kilo–electron volt—bandwidth
coherent supercontinuum has a well-behaved
chirp that, when compensated, could support a
single–x-ray–cycle 2.5-attosecond pulse duration.
Finally, we show that in the kilo–electron volt re-
gion, a much higher-order nonlinear process is
required for phase matching than is required for
harmonic emission from a single atom.
In our experiment, six-cycle full width at half
maximum (FWHM) (80-fs) 10-mJ pulses, cen-
tered at a wavelength of 3.9 mm, are generated at
20 Hz as the idler output of an optical parametric
chirped-pulse amplification laser system (28, 29).
X-rays are generated by focusing the laser beam
into a 200-mm diameter, 5-cm-long, gas-filled hol-
lowwaveguide capable of sustaining pressures of
up to 80 atm in a differentially pumped geometry.
The HHG spectrum is then captured with the use
of a soft x-ray spectrometer and x-ray charge-
coupled device camera. Figure 1B shows the
phase-matched HHG emission from He, which
extends to >1.6 keV (<7.7 Å). The phase-matched
HHG cutoff energy agrees well with numerical
predictions plotted in Fig. 2A for 3.9-mm driving
lasers; that is, hnPM cutoff º lL
1.7 (25–27). This
bright x-ray supercontinuum is ideal for x-ray
spectroscopy measurements, spanning multiple
inner-shell absorption edges simultaneously (Fig.
1B and fig. S2), as has already been demonstrated
in the EUVregion for HHG driven by multicycle
0.8-mm lasers where a quasi-continuous HHG
spectrum is emitted (15, 30, 31).
The x-ray flux from He scales quadratically
with pressure (number of emitters), as shown in
Fig. 1A, reaching a maximum at very high gas
pressures of ~35 atm, where both phase matching
and laser beam self-confinement are optimized.
At higher pressures, the x-ray flux decreases due
to reabsorption of the generated harmonics by the
high-pressure gas, as well as energy loss experi-
enced by the laser when coupling into the wave-
guide. Microscopically, quantum diffusion leads
to spreading of the electronwave packet, decreas-
ing the recombination probability and, thus, the
single-atom HHG yield (22–24), which scales
with the laser wavelength as ~lL
−6.5 under phase-
matched illumination. Specifically, the single-atom
HHG yield is ~3 × 105 smaller at 3.9 mm com-
pared with 0.8 mm. Fortunately, the low single-
atom yield can be compensated by coherently
combining HHG from a large number of emitters
(high gas density and medium length), which is
possible in part because the gas becomes in-
creasingly transparent at photon energies ap-
proaching the kilo–electron volt region. The HHG
signal builds up over a density-length product
comparable to the absorption depth of the x-ray
light, leading to nearly constant brightness of the
HHG emission from 0.3 to 1 keV. An approxi-
mate brightness of 105 photons per shot (corre-
sponding to 106 photons/s at 20 Hz) is observed
in a fractional bandwidth of 1% at 1 keV. Past
work successfully made use of 0.8-mm lasers to
demonstrate kilo–electron volt harmonics with
a ~1000-order nonlinear process but with much
reduced flux (four to five orders of magnitude























































































Fig. 2. (A) Predicted and observed HHG phase-matching cutoffs as a function of laser wavelength from
the UV to the mid-IR. Solid circles show the observed cutoffs; open circles show the predicted cutoffs for Ar
and Ne [which cannot be reached due to inner-shell absorption, as shown in (B)]. Solid squares on the left
show the ionization potentials (Ip) of the different atoms. (C) Unified picture of optimal phase-matched
high-harmonic upconversion, including microscopic and macroscopic effects.











this regime (14). Thus, surprisingly, for macro-
scopic phase matching, the required harmonic
order of >5000 is much higher than that required
to generate the same photon energy from a single
atom using a shorter laser wavelength.
We can nowpresent a unified picture for phase-
matched high-harmonic upconversion, spanning
the electromagnetic spectrum from the vacuum
ultraviolet (VUV) to greater than kilo–electron
volt x-ray photon energies, that includes both the
microscopic and macroscopic physics. To vali-
date theory, we tuned our driving laser to differ-
ent wavelengths from the UV to the mid-infrared
(mid-IR) and then implemented pressure-tuned
phase matching to optimize the HHG flux at each
laser wavelengthwith the optimal laser intensities
dictated by the critical ionization of the medium
(Fig. 2 and supplementary text). The required op-
timal pressures and interaction lengths evolve
from <0.1 atm and a few millimeters in the VUV
region to tens of atmospheres and multicenti-
meter lengths in the x-ray region. Figure 2, A and
C, shows the optimized phase-matched cutoffs
and spectra for different driving-laser wavelengths.
To efficiently generate high harmonics, the order
of the nonlinearity must increase from ~11 in the
VUV to >5000 in the kilo–electron volt region.
This represents an extreme for both the order of
a nonlinear process and phase matching. The
bright phase-matched HHG spectra evolve from
a single harmonic in the VUV into a broad x-ray
supercontinuum spanning thousands of harmonics
in the soft x-ray region. Phase matching shuts off
in the VUVat energies near the ionization poten-
tial of the nonlinear gas medium, as the HHG and
driving-laser wavelengths converge (see Fig. 2A).
The phase-matched HHG conversion efficiencies
reach 10−3 to 10−4 in the VUV region, compared
with 10−5 in the EUVusing 0.8-mm lasers, and 10−6
to 10−7 in the x-ray region. Moreover, in the VUV
region, phase matching occurs at relatively high
levels of ionization of tens of percent (fig. S1).
Remarkably, tunnel ionization of the atomic
gas medium dominates in all phase-matching re-
gimes. When driven by UV light, the effective
potential (which is a superposition of the Cou-
lomb and laser fields) oscillates rapidly, allowing
a very short time interval for the electron to tun-
nel. However, the required laser intensity for HHG
is extremely high (>1015 W/cm2), so tunnel ioni-
zation is more probable than multiphoton ioniza-
tion. For mid-IR laser wavelengths, the slowly
oscillating effective Coulomb potential can be
considered quasi-static. Therefore, although the
laser intensity decreases to maintain phase match-
ing, tunnel ionization is still more probable than
multiphoton ionization. Because the physics of
ionization does not change, we can use an ana-
lytical description of tunneling [the Amossov-
Delone-Krainovmodel (32)] to derive a generalized
analytic HHG phase matching cutoff rule (Eq. 1),
validated by comparison with experiment, as well
as numerical and quantum theory (see supple-
mentary text)
hnPMcutoff ¼ Ip þ
aI3p
ln2 bIptL−ln½1 − hCRðlLÞ
n o l2L ð1Þ
Here, a and b are constants that depend on
the laser pulse shape and the state from which
the electron is tunnel ionized, tL is the laser
pulse duration, and hCR is the critical ionization.
This analytical expression gives some physical
insight into phase matching of the HHG upcon-
version process. The small deviation of lL
(1.5-1.7)
from the lL
2 scaling of the ponderomotive en-
ergy incorporates the proper scaling of the laser
intensity and arises from the scaling of hCR,
which decreases by four orders of magnitude
from the UV to mid-IR driving-laser wavelengths.
Short, few-cycle laser pulses make it possible to
generate higher-energy photons before the crit-
ical ionization level is exceeded. However, this
approach yields diminishing returns for pulses
shorter than 5 to 10 cycles and leads to only
modest enhancements in HHG flux and phase-
matching cutoff. The most substantial HHG en-
hancement (by orders of magnitude) arises when
the right combination of laser wavelength, gas
pressure-length product, and laser intensity is used.
Likewise, in contrast to conventional wisdom
(see supplementary text), helium is generally the
best atomic medium for harmonic generation due
to the absence of inner-shell absorption (25). The
absorption limit for HHG emission can be clearly
seen in Fig. 2B, which shows a plot of the phase-
matched HHG emission from Ar, N2, and Ne
when driven by 3.9-mm light. There is a sharp
drop-off in signal at the inner-shell absorption
edges at 0.25 (Ar), 0.41 (N2), and 0.87 keV (Ne);
therefore, the true phase-matching cutoff can-
not be observed: Without absorption, the phase-
matching limits would be ~0.5 (Ar, N2) and
~1 keV (Ne).
Generating bright kilo–electron volt harmon-
ics from atoms driven by mid-IR femtosecond
lasers takes advantage of a noteworthy conver-
gence of favorable physics. First, the very high
gas density required puts these experiments in a
regime of HHG from nonisolated emitters: Spread
of the ionized electron quantumwave packet over
its few-femtosecond free trajectory means that the
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Fig. 3. (A) Measured HHG yield in Ar as a function of pressure and photon energy,
showing two peaks: one at 3-atm pressure due to pressure-tuned phase matching and
a second at 26-atm pressure due to the additional presence of laser-beam spatio-temporal self-confinement. (B) Experimental HHG beam profiles and
calculated laser-beam profiles after a propagation distance of 3.8 cm in the waveguide. arb. u., arbitrary units.











This contrasts with emission from dilute, isolated
atoms for UV or EUV harmonic generation. As
shown in fig. S1, for kilo–electron volt harmon-
ics, the electron wave function in the continuum
extends to ~500 Å, whereas the separation be-
tween the He atoms is ~15 Å at 10-atm pressure.
However, the ionization levels are low at ~0.03%.
For VUV/EUV harmonics, the electron typically
extends ~2 to 20 Å between ionization and re-
collision, whereas the separation between atoms
is ~70 Å at ~0.1 atm pressure, and phase match-
ing occurs at ~10% ionization levels. Thus, HHG
driven by mid-IR pulses liberates 0.001 as much
of the electron wave function into the continuum
compared with visible driving lasers, though it is
spread over a 100-times-larger distance. Fortunate-
ly, our experimental results indicate that rescatter-
ing of this large and diffuse recolliding electron
wave packet from other atoms seems not to ad-
versely influence the coherence of the emission,
likely because the medium is weakly ionized.
Evidence for this includes the well-formed, spa-
tially coherent x-ray beams (Fig. 3B and Fig. 4)
and the remarkable quadratic growth (Fig. 1A) that
continues from 0.2 atm (when the rescattering
electron wave packet can begin to encounter
neighboring atoms) to more than two-orders-of-
magnitude-higher pressure.
In a second extremely favorable convergence
of extreme nonlinear optics, the multiatmosphere
gas pressures required for phase-matched x-ray
generation also overlap with the parameter range
where laser beam self-confinement is possible.
Figure 3A shows a plot of the experimental x-ray
emission from Ar driven by 3.9-mm lasers. The
predicted phase-matching pressure is ~3 atm, and
we indeed observe a peak in x-ray emission at
that pressure. However, as the pressure is further
increased, the x-ray yield first decreases and then
increases quadratically, exhibiting a large enhance-
ment at a pressure of 26 atm (about a factor of 10
when integrated over all soft x-ray HHG). The
measured x-ray beam profile also dramatically
narrows as the gas pressure increases (Fig. 3B),
indicative of self-confinement of the driving la-
ser. Essentially, the x-ray HHG beam, imaged at
the exit of the fiber, shrinks to less than one-third
of its former diameter, whereas the x-ray signal
increases tenfold (integrated over all orders) at
pressures seven times greater than those required
for phase matching.
To explore theoretically howmacroscopic non-
linear effects augment HHG phase matching, we
numerically simulated nonlinear pulse propaga-
tion in a hollowwaveguide filledwith high-pressure
gas by extending and expanding previous simula-
tions to longer wavelengths (33, 34). Our sim-
ulations show that as the gas pressure increases
beyond that required for phase matching, the
peak laser intensity is stabilized (figs. S3 and S4).
We also observe strong spatio-temporal compres-
sion and localization of the driving laser during
self-confinement due to the Kerr effect and plas-
ma generation, which also enhances the HHG
yield. Figure 3B plots the calculated beam pro-
files at the phase-matching (3.5 atm) and higher
pressures (26 atm). A stable self-confined beam
forms at the higher gas pressures and persists for
centimeter distances. As discussed in the supple-
mentary text, we can experimentally and theoret-
ically observe that self-confinement also enhances
phase matching in other gases, such as He (fig.
S4) and molecular N2.
When phase matched, the spatial quality of
the x-ray beam is excellent. Figure 4 shows the
x-ray beam and theYoung’s double-slit diffraction
patterns taken by illuminating 5-mm slits (sepa-
rated by 10 mm) with an x-ray supercontinuum
generated in He and Ne, spanning 7.7 to 43 Å
and 14 to 43 Å, respectively. There is excellent
agreement between the experimentally observed
and theoretically predicted diffraction patterns. A
plot of the expected diffraction pattern from in-
coherent x-ray illumination is also shown in Fig.
4, B and C, for the same experimental geometry,
proving that the high fringe visibility is not due to
the small pinhole size but rather to the high spatial
coherence of the x-ray beam itself. This measure-
ment is extremely challenging at short wave-
lengths: Very small slit widths are required so that
the light from each slit diffracts sufficiently to en-
sure overlap and interference at the detector
(3.5 m away from the slits). Thus, the throughput
is very small. This spatial coherence measure-
ment clearly demonstrates that coherent diffrac-
tive imagingwill be possible with near wavelength
spatial resolution, as has been achieved usingHHG
beams and synchrotron sources in the EUV and
soft x-ray regions (35, 36).
To predict the temporal properties of the HHG
radiation, we theoretically analyzed HHG driven
by one- and six-cycle FWHMmid-IR laser pulses,
with peak intensities of 4.1 and 3.3 × 1014W/cm2,
respectively, from single atoms and also in a
phase-matched regime. Our calculations, based
on the strong field approximation and discrete
dipole approach (37), confirm the femtosecond
time scale of the x-ray bursts from a single atom
and also after propagation (see supplementary text).
Our calculated phase-matchedHHG spectra agree
well with those measured experimentally (Fig. 1,
B and C) and show that the HHG chirp is well
behaved (Fig. 1C and fig. S5) over the near—
kilo–electron volt bandwidth that, when com-
pressed, is sufficient to support a single-cycle,
2.5-as pulse in the Fourier limit. For 3.9-mm driv-
ing lasers in the single-atom case, contributions
from the short and long trajectories lead to a par-
abolic chirp, whereas after propagation, the phase-
matched short trajectory contribution leads to a
positive, quasi-linear chirp. The current limit of
theory allows us to simulate HHG propagation
over 20-mm distances at high pressures and pre-
dicts that the uncompressed HHG temporal emis-
sion consists of a series of ~three intense bursts
of 1- to 3-fs duration, due to the very long 13-fs
period of the multicycle 3.9-mm driving laser
field (Fig. 1C and fig. S5). However, for longer
propagation distances, bright HHG emission
in the form of a single isolated x-ray burst is
expected. This is because phase matching is tran-
sient and favors x-ray emission from a single half-
cycle of the laser pulse where the phase matching
is optimal. This has been verified experimentally
in the EUV, even without stabilizing the carrier
wave with respect to the pulse envelope (25, 38).
Interestingly, this work and past work predict that
the HHG bursts are chirped, where the amount of
chirp scales inversely with laser wavelength for
a given spectral bandwidth (22). However, as
shown in Fig. 1, the duration of each HHG burst
still spans femtosecond durations (for example,
1000 times longer than their transform limit) due
to the increased phase-matched HHG bandwidth,
which scales almost as the square of the laser
wavelength.
Experimental verification of these predictions
will require the development of characterization
methods that can sample ultrabroad bandwidth
x-ray waveforms at different photon energies.
This challenge is illustrated in Fig. 1B, where the
narrow dip at 0.54 keV corresponds to oxygen
K-edge absorption. It is not clear that any atomic
or molecular system can interact with a kilo–
electron volt bandwidth, because processes such
as photoionization involve significantly slower
time scales. However, the chirped x-ray super-
continua already represent a promising multiple–
atomic site probe with subfemtosecond time res-
olution, analogous to the chirped white light




CNe     14-43 Å He     7.7-43 ÅA BHe     7.7-43 Å
Fig. 4. (A) X-ray experimental beam profile. (B and C) Young’s double-slit diffraction patterns taken by
illuminating 5-mm slits, separated by 10 mm, with the beam shown in (A). There is excellent agreement
between the experimentally observed (purple line) and theoretically predicted (blue line) diffraction
patterns. The broad bandwidth and very low divergence of the HHG beams limit the number of fringes
observed. The expected diffraction, assuming incoherent illumination, is also given for comparison (black
line), illustrating the high spatial coherence of the kilo–electron volt HHG source.











features simultaneously, perfectly synchronized to
the driving laser. Given our current experimental
and theoretical findings, it may be possible to
extend HHG to hard x-ray wavelengths and
broader zeptosecond bandwidths.
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The Heliosphere’s Interstellar
Interaction: No Bow Shock
D. J. McComas,1,2* D. Alexashov,3 M. Bzowski,4 H. Fahr,5 J. Heerikhuisen,6 V. Izmodenov,3
M. A. Lee,7 E. Möbius,7,8 N. Pogorelov,6 N. A. Schwadron,7 G. P. Zank6
As the Sun moves through the local interstellar medium, its supersonic, ionized solar wind carves
out a cavity called the heliosphere. Recent observations from the Interstellar Boundary Explorer (IBEX)
spacecraft show that the relative motion of the Sun with respect to the interstellar medium is slower and
in a somewhat different direction than previously thought. Here, we provide combined consensus
values for this velocity vector and show that they have important implications for the global interstellar
interaction. In particular, the velocity is almost certainly slower than the fast magnetosonic speed,
with no bow shock forming ahead of the heliosphere, as was widely expected in the past.
The ionized solar wind flows continuouslyoutward at speeds of ~300 to 800 km s−1,incorporating interstellar neutral atoms
that flow into the heliosphere and are ionized to
become pickup ions (PUIs). Because the solar
wind and surrounding local interstellar medium
(LISM) are both magnetized plasmas and cannot
penetrate each other, the solar wind inflates a
bubble in the LISM called the heliosphere. In-
side its boundary, the heliopause, there is a ter-
mination shock (TS), where the solar wind and
PUIs are compressed and heated. Because the
heliosphere moves with respect to the LISM, the
dynamic pressure plays an important role in shap-
ing the heliosphere, with a compressed “nose” on
the upwind side and a downwind “tail” (1). Since
Parker’s original work (1), there have been nu-
merous theoretical enhancements, including the
addition of an upstream bow shock (BS) (2) that
was debated early on (3) but is now widely ac-
cepted [for example, see (4–7) and references
therein].
NASA’s Interstellar Boundary Explorer (IBEX)
(8) measures neutral atoms, which move freely
across magnetic fields; some of these atoms pen-
etrate from the LISM to 1AU (astronomical unit:
Sun-to-Earth distance), where IBEX detects them.
IBEX was primarily designed to measure ener-
getic neutral atoms (ENAs) generated by charge
exchange between the solar wind and PUIs (4–7)
with interstellar neutrals. These observations led
to the detection of an enhanced “ribbon” of ENA
emissions nearly encircling the heliosphere, ap-
parently ordered by the external LISM magnetic
field and not predicted by any prior model or
theory (9–11).
The IBEX-Lo instrument (12) was also
designed to measure the neutral interstellar gas
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Table 1. Interstellar flow parameters in ecliptic (J2000) and galactic coordinates.
Parameter Value and 1s uncertainty Bounding range
along Eqs. 1 to 3
Speed (VISM∞) 23.2 T 0.3 km s
−1 21.3 km s−1, 82.0°, –4.84°, 5000 K
to
25.7 km s−1, 75.5°, –5.14°, 8300 K
Ecliptic longitude (lISM∞) 79.00° T 0.47°
Ecliptic latitude (bISM∞) –4.98° T 0.21°
Interstellar He temp. (THe∞) 6300 T 390 K
Speed (VISM∞) 23.2 T 0.3 km s
−1 21.3 km s−1, 186.62°, –9.36°, 5000 K
to
25.7 km s−1, 183.77°, –15.22°, 8300 K
Galactic longitude (lISM∞) 185.25° T 0.24°
Galactic latitude (bISM∞) –12.03° T 0.51°
Interstellar He temp. (THe∞) 6300 T 390 K
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gas to generate ultrahigh harmonics up to orders greater than 5000 in the x-ray regime.
 (p. 1287) now show that mid-infrared light can undergo a process in high-pressureet al.Popmintchev of harmonics. 
researchers have been optimizing the conversion of red light to the far edge of the ultraviolet, which corresponds to tens
high-pressure gases through which the beam of light is directed to produce light harmonics. Over the past decade, 
same thing with light waves by using selective excitation and relaxation processes of the electrons in crystals or
of the string: Drop the length in half, and you hear a harmonic at double the frequency. It is possible to do essentially the 
When you play a string instrument, you raise the frequency, or pitch, of the note by shortening the vibrating portion
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